Alternatives
Recent work has shown that managing for coexistence between humans and wildlife requires greater knowledge about both human-human interactions and human-wildlife interactions. This is particularly so for shared landscapes in Idaho, where interactions between human communities and large carnivore species, such as the gray wolf, have implications on ecosystems and livelihoods. On these landscapes, not only is land-cover and land-use important, but so is understanding the factors that influence human decision making, such as their underlying beliefs and norms. Evidence suggests that differences in community values can result in a variety of outcomes in response to carnivore risk. Yet, ranchers make decisions that are driven by factors other than personal or community values. Landscape characteristics may make a rancher more or less susceptible to risk and thus likely to use certain non-lethal alternatives under certain sociopolitical scenarios. These fine-scale decisions in turn influence large-scale landscape processes. Such cross-scale and cross-discipline interactions contribute to complexity and are not well understood in human-wildlife systems. By utilizing a participatory mapping exercise under a variety of likely policy, landscape, and wolf-risk scenarios we hope to better understand how and why certain actors make decisions. Also, identifying the mechanisms that drive human-human interactions may better inform and predict changes in ecological patterns. Thus, understanding important feedbacks between the human and environmental systems can improve intervention strategies that work to minimize depredation and ensure wolf sustainability in Idaho.
